<http://www.against-the-grain.com> period. Furthermore, she said, the EC will experiment with faster and wider access and will support the cost of author payments in their research grants.
At the end of the conference the EC published a rather banal, if balanced, Statement (http://ec.europa.eu/information_society/activities/digital_libraries/doc/scientific_infor-mation/communication_en.pdf), which had been prepared earlier. The statement may have been a disappointment to true believers in Open Access, but will have brought some comfort to the publishers. While noting the strategic importance of scientific information and the benefits to science and society of ready access to this information, it also noted that EU-based publishers produce 49% of total global journal output in an industry that employs 36,000 Europeans. Against this background, the EC will take the following actions:
Access to Community funded research
The EC will take measures to promote better access to the publications resulting from the research it funds, which will include a financial contribution towards publishing costs, including open access publishing.
Co-funding of research infrastructures (in particular repositories) and projects
The EC will intensify its activities regarding infrastructures relevant to scientific information, in particular linking digital repositories at the European level. Funding will be made available to this end for the period [2007] [2008] .
Input for the future policy debate
To feed the debate and the policy process, the EC will launch a study on the economic aspects of digital preservation, to start in 2007. Policy co-ordination and policy debate with stakeholders Further Deliberations and Discussions will be initiated and encouraged, both within the EU structures and with stakeholders.
In its conclusion the EC acknowledges that access to, dissemination of, and preservation of scientific information are major challenges of the digital age. Success in each of these areas is of key importance for European information society and research policies. It also acknowledges that the different stakeholders in these fields have differing views on how to move forward towards improvements for access, dissemination and preservation. All, one has to acknowledge, true.
And Now?
You, dear reader, might think that these are rather pedestrian conclusions, considering the enormous amount of European energy, creativity and brainpower that has been devoted to this subject over the last 12 months. Given that a significant portion of the Brussels conference was devoted to a discussion of business models for the electronic world, you might, perhaps, also wonder why there was no speaker from another content-based industry -such as music -where the Internet has revolutionized the business model within the space of a few years and from which the scientific information world might have something to learn. When you delve to obtain some new insights that the EC study and conference might have contributed to our understanding of the future of scientific publishing, you may find you delve in vain. Perhaps this does not matter. In a scientific publishing world in which readers increasingly come to journal articles via Google, Google Scholar and other free search engines, where a steadily growing portion of the journal literature itself is freely available, and where the Howard Hughes Medical Institute has signed a deal with Elsevier that allows free access to its articles six months after publication, you might think that events outside of Brussels are going to determine the pace of change in scientific publishing, as well as the business models that support it. You might very well think that. I couldn't possibly comment.
Note:
The presentations given at the conference "Scientific Publishing in the European Research Area: Access, Dissemination and Preservation in the Digital Age" are available at http://ec.europa.eu/research/science-society/page_en.cfm?id=3460.
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Innovations Affecting Us -Open Source in the Library: An Alternative to the Commercial ILS?
by Kristen DeVoe (Electronic Resources Librarian, College of Charleston) <devoek@cofc.edu>
Introduction
How much did your library pay for its integrated library system? Chances are that a lot of money was spent on the purchase of an ILS and that a lot is still being spent for ongoing maintenance and adding new features. Of course there are some difficulties that many libraries would have to overcome in order to effectively implement an open source ILS. One of the benefits of a commercial system is the technical support. This is a service that the library pays for, but if there is not a knowledgeable systems department at the library, technical support from commercial vendors can be well worth the cost. Implementation of an open source ILS is an endeavor that can require a certain level of expertise in automation systems. Some systems such as Koha and Evergreen can be installed and supported by companies like LibLime (http://liblime. com/), which takes the technical burden off of the library itself but comes at a price.
In the end, librarians might have to take a wait and see approach to tell if the open source ILS will become a viable alternative to commercial library systems. In the meantime it is quite interesting to watch the growth and development of the open source ILS.
